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RESPONSE 


Dear Sir: 

This is in response to the Office Action mailed 
September 25, 2002 in the above-identified patent application. 
The undersigned counsel wishes to thank the Examiner for the 
interview held at the Examiner's office on November 5, 2002. 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-46 are pending. In the Office Action, all 
claims have been rejected under 35 U. S. C. § 103(a) as 
allegedly obvious over U.S. Patent No. 6,264,981 to Zhang et al 
("Zhang") . 

At the November 5 interview, the undersigned counsel 
presented arguments that Zhang is deficient as a basis for a 
prima facie case of obviousness. The Examiner indicated and so 
stated in the Interview Summary Record that the application 
would be in condition for allowance if, upon additional review 
of Zhang, the Examiner confirms these deficiencies. The 


